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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of California High Speed Rail Fantasies, August 30, 2004 (Letter O040)

0040-1

Acknowledged. Please refer to Chapter 2 “Alternatives” of the
Program EIR/EIS for the rationale of the development of the HST
Alternative. Please see standard response 2.36.1 in regards to other
potential HST links. The program EIR/EIS does not assume that the
HST system would “replace existing railroad lines”, but would instead
compliment existing rail services. Please see standard response
2.31.4 in regards to potential station stops and variety of levels of
service (express, skip-stop, local, etc.). Please see standard
response 2.8.1 in regards to the safety of the HST system. Please
see standard response 2.33.1 in regards to the use of freight railroad
rights-of-way.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 0041

P. 0. Box 973 Del Mar CA 92014

August 25, 2004

Attn: California High Speed Train
Draft Program EIR/EIS Comments
925 L Street. Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments on Draft HSR Program EIR/EIS
To California High Speed Rail Authority:

The Friends of the San Dieguito River Valley appreciates the opportunity to comment
on the draft California High Speed Rail (HSR) Program EIR/EIS. The Friends is an
incorporated citizen group advocating for the preservation of land within the San
Dieguito River Valley system. We have been active. since 1986, in testifying on
various land uses in the River Valley, and in securing funding for a number of
projects to enhance public access and appreciation of the River Valley's natural
resources. The most recent projects are the site plan for a new interpretive leaming
center just cast of I-5 and preservation of an historic bridge as an important bird
sanctuary overlook on the southern shore of the San Dicguito Lagoon, west of I-5.

Our comments are limited to the proposed LOSSAN corridor into San Diego. We are
particularly alarmed that the draft does not acknowledge the impact of the -
S/Penasquitos Bypass Option on the San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space
Park or the 440-acre, $65-85 million San Dieguito Lagoon Restoration Project on
which work will begin this spring.

Specifically:

1. The Draft Summary at 8.2 lists key criteria used to assess LOSSAN alignment
options. One criterion is 1o “maximize compatibility with existing and
planned (emphasis ours) land uses.” The draft fails 1o meel this criterion as
follows:

There is no mention of the River Park or the River Park’s Master Plan There
1s also no mention of the Park’s land acquisitions near the Bypass Option
Project area and its planned restoration of disturbed lands in the River Valley.
For instance on Page 3.15-16 the draft states *...vegetation is highly
disturbed and is not considered a sensitive vegetation community”. The Draft
ignores the River Park’s ongoing efforts to purchase and restore native
vegetation critical to wildlife species and wildlife corridors. This is important
since the I-5/Penasquitos Bypass Option would place double tracking across

0041

Friends of the
San Dieguito River Valley

011

"~

restored wildlife corridors. The double tracking would also cut off the
Regional Park trail from the river valley into Crest Canyon, with many well
hiked trails in a Torrey Pines reserve (sce attachment),

There is no mention of the San Dieguite Lagoon Restoration Project.
Beginning its work next spring, the Project will restore approximately 440
acres of wetland to support a revitalized Lagoon and its habitat. The Project.
funded and managed by Southern California Edison as an environmental
mitigation project, includes restoration of tidal wetlands, reestablishment of
historic uplands, expansion of freshwater and seasonal coastal wetland areas,
and increased public access and interpretation. The San Dieguito River Park
Joint Powers Authority, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, National Marine
Fisheries Services, the California Coastal Commission and a variety of other
state and local agencies are involved in this extraordinary effort. The
Penasquitos By-Pass Option would jeopardize the success of the restoration
project by causing habitat destruction, blockage of wildlife corridors, visual
blight, neise and degradation of a unique regional natural resource.

The draft on Page 3.15-17 states in Section A that only existing conditions are
considered when comparing the alignment options because changes are
“speculative.” And, *...no substantial change to existing conditions is
assumed for purpose of the program-level evaluation and comparison of
alternatives.” The River Park and the Restoration Project are clearly not
speculative. Eliminating this information allows the inclusion of an option at
the program level that would not otherwise be considered and also results in
climinating other options less harmful to the environment. We feel it is a
glaring deficiency in the draft.

Additional criteria listed in 8.2 are inadequately addressed, also due to the
failure to consider the impact of the Bypass Option on the San Dieguito River
Valley Regional Open Space Park and the San Dieguito Lagoon Restoration
Project. The criteria are: “Minimize impacts on natural resources™ and
“Minimize impacts on parks and cultural resources.”

The By-Pass Option would have a significant negative impact on the western
end of the River Park, at the San Dicguito Lagoon. It is in this very arca where
the Park’s “Coast to Crest Trail" extends from the ocean at Del Mar to the
mountains — approximately 55 miles to the east. The trail is intended to
enhance public awareness and enjoyment of the park’s unique environment by
offering firsthand experience of the spectacular views of the River Valley, the

0041-1
cont.
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Comment Letter 0041 Continued

restored lagoon, the bird sanctuaries and the ocean. Imposing a double track
railway system along the southern shores of the Lagoon would create
significant negative impacts including habitat destruction. blockage of wildlife
corridors, visual blight, noise and degradation of the recreational value of this
unique regional park and natural resource.

3. In 5.3 the draft also states “The system should maximize existing
transportation corriders, ete.” There is ne existing transportation corridor on
the southern shores of the Lagoon. There is only a narrow two-lane road
leading to a residential zoned very low density by the City of Del Mar to
preserve the sensitive environment,

4. Omissions in the System-wide Environmental Impact Comparison (5.6) and
the High =Speed Train Alignment Options Comparison (pages 6- 91 through
6-97 specifically) are as follows:

Biological Resources and Wetlands: Does not cite impact on the Lagoon or
the Wetland Restoration Project. This must be addressed.

Section 4 () and 6 () Public Parks and Recreation: Potential impact on the
60,000 acre San Dicguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park is ignored
The draft statement that “potential impacts on scveral state beaches would be
limited due to use of existing rail corridors™ is misleading because it ignores
the impact on a regional public park.

Hydrology and Water Resources: Impacts on the restored San Dieguito
Lagoon are not included under the [-5/Penasquitos Bypass Option.
Amazingly, the mitigation strategy listed 15 to “avoid or minimize foolprint in
floodplain™ when, in fact, the Penasquitos Bypass Option places new double
tracking in a flood plain area that is now a pristine wetland open space and is a
critical part of a major mitigation project which is 1o begin next spring.

Cumulative Effects: The visual effects of the Penasquitos Bypass option
ignore completely the impact of double tracking in an almost pristine wetland,
marked for restoration and enhancement in 2005. Tt also ignores the current
trail and wildlife corridor that enters Crest Canyon, a spectacular Torrey Pines
reserve on the southem shore of the Lagoon.

In summary, the draft program omits from its analysis imminent land uses that would
have a significant negative impact from the HSR 1-5/Los Penasquitos Bypass option,

Ol
cont.

contrary to the draft’s own stated analysis criteria. The draft program EIR does not
fulfill its obligations under CEQA that requires California agencies to identify the
significant environmental impacts of their projects, and decision makers rely on (o
determine whether or not to approve a project. In this particular case the deficiencies
of the draft Program EIR also allows an Option 1o be considered that would otherwise
not meet the analysis criteria and eliminates other options that might do less harm to
the environment.

We feel a more complete environmental analysis would eliminate the 1-5/Los
Penasquitos Bypass Option from consideration and additional options would be
considered. Limiting the LOSSAN alignment options (o double tracking along the
southern shores of the San Dieguito Lagoon or through the Los Penasquitos Lagoon
does not provide any alternative to avoid damage to one of Southern California’s
most significant natural resources and public parks, its coastal lagoons and wetland
habitats,

Respeggiully submitigfl,

resident. Friends of the San Dieguito River Valley
P.O. Box 973
Del Mar California, 92014

Enclosures: Abstract for San Dieguito Lagoon Wetland Restoration Project
Introduction and Concept Plan, San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open
Regional Open Space Park

0041-1
cont.

U.S. Department

N e of Transportation Page 5-189

Federal Railroad

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY Administration
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Comment Letter 0041 Continued

DRAFT

Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
for the San Dieguito Wetland Restoration Project

ABSTRACT
This project involves the development, design and ultimate impl of a comprel
rati plan for approximaiely 440 acres in the western end of the San Dieguito River Valley, San

Diego County, California. The project includes restoration of tidal wetlands, reestablishment of
historic uplands, enhancement and expansion of freshwater and seasonal coastal wrllar_\»d arcas, .and
a public access and interprelation component. In accordance with the adopted San Dieguito River
Park Concept Plan, » Park Master Plan for the project area has also been prepared to address these
project companents.

=nitial cernponent of jert is the ereation and restoration of tidally influenced
ation would include: 1) restori quatic funclions of
maintenance of the inlet channel and expansion
1g subtidal and interlidal habitats on both the east and west

{ cation. would involve fdredging of iments to
create/ restore wetland: o of the tidal inlet to promote continual tidal exchange.
construction of berms along the river lo maintain exisling flood flows and direct sediment transport
to the ocean, and identification of appropriate disposal sites for excavated / dredge material. Nesting
sites for the Califarnia least terr, western snowy plover, and other shorebirds are also proposed

HCAV

It is anticipated thal tidal restoration would be accomplished primarily by Southemn California
Edisen and its partners, provided the restoration satisfies the conditions of the California Coastal
Commission Permit for the construction and operation of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station
Units 2 and 3. The San Dieguito River Park Joint Powers Authority, Fish and Wildlife Service, and 2
variety of state and local agencies would be involved in the restoration of the project's other non-
tidal wetland and upland restoration proposals, as well as the public access and interpretive aspects
of the propasal

The drafl joint Environmental Impact Report/ Envi 1 Impact analyzes six project
allernatives, including the Mixed Habitat, Maxi Tidal Basin, M. Intertidal, Hybrid,
Reduced Berm 1N on alternatives, P ially significant i al impacts have

been identifi
quality, traffic circulation, 1
safely, biological resour
potential impacts, while

and use, landform alteration,/visual quality, hydrology /water
geology and soils, public utilities, public health and
project includes measures to mitigate some
condition of subsequent permiis

Cooperating Agency

e Sesvice Ean Disguito River Park UE, Army Corps of Engineers
Ciltice Jaint Powers Autherity Los Angeles District, Regulatory Branch

L5, Figh & Wil
Carlshad F

INTRODUCTION

The San Dieguito River Park Concept Plan has been prepared to formally establish the vision
and goals for the future use of the San Dieguito River Valley. Implementation of the proposals
included within this plan by the San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park Joint
Powers Authority (JPA) and its member agencies will ensure the preservation and protection of
itive resources within the San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park's
sed Planning Area (FPA). All future proposals within the g area should be consistent
with the goals, objectives and development standards set forth in this plan.

=%

The San Dieguito River Park Focused Planning Area extends for 55 miles from the desert just
east of Volean Mountain to the ocean at Del Mar (Figure No. 1). This river system forms a
natural corridor, uniting a wide variety of native and non-native environments. Many of San
Diego County's most sensitive habitats are found here, including oak and pine woodlands,
coastal sage scrub, riparian woodland, native grassland and coastal wetlands. The quality of these
habitats along with the largely rural character of the river valley provides a unique opportunity to
experience the natural environments that once characterized all of the river valleys within San
Diego County.

Also present within the river valley is a rich diversity of cultural resources. Evidence of human
activity dating back at least 9,000 vears is known from this area, with remnants of California’s
early history present throughout the length of the FPA, These resources include evidence of long
term habitation by Native Americans, remains of campsites of the Portola Expedition of 1769,
the battle sites of the Mexican-American War, remnants of carly European settlements. and past
and present agricultural activities.

The vision to create the San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park reflects a
commitment to protect the area’s natural waterways and associated ecosystems, preserve its
unique natural, cultural and agricultural resources, retain a regional network of wildlife corridors.
and provide meaningful open space recreation areas for public enjoyment. Additionally, the
vision includes a desire to develop within park visitors an appreciation for the natural
environment and its importance both locally and globally.
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Comment Letter 0041 Continued
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Ann Gardner, President, Friends of the San Dieguito River Valley, August 25, 2004
(Letter O041)

0041-1

There is no further consideration of the LOSSAN Conventional Rail
Improvements in this Final Program EIR/EIS. These potential
improvements are the subject of the Caltrans LOSSAN Rail
Improvements Program EIR/EIS (Draft PEIR/EIS SCH #
2002031067). These comments have been forwarded to Caltrans for
consideration. Please see standard response 6.41.1, and Section
2.6.9 and Chapter 6A of the Final Program EIR/EIS document.
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